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1 . ^ The amendment filed on 12 September 2005 under 37 CFR 1 .312 has been considered, and has been: 

a) □ entered. 

b) □ entered as directed to matters of form not affecting the scope of the invention. 

c) □ disapproved because the amendment was filed after the payment of the issue fee. 

Any amendment filed after the date the issue fee is paid must be accompanied by a petition under 37 CFR 1 .31 3(c)(1 ) 
and the required fee to withdraw the application from issue. 

d) S disapproved. See explanation below. 

e) □ entered in part. See explanation below. 

Applicant requests to amend the claims such that the originally-filed term "MLT3" recited in the claims would be expanded to 
"Multi-Level 3" instead of to "Multi-Level Tone 3" as amended by the Examiner's amendment of June 1 6, 2005. However, 
applicant fails to establish that the originally-filed specification supports the proposed amendment Since "Multi-Level 3" 
appears to include types of signals beyond the Multi-level Tone 3 that is instantly recognizable as represented by "MLT3", 
the proposed amendment would introduce new matter. In other words, without providing evidence that "Multi-Level 3" and 
"Multi-Level Tone 3" are equivalent and interchangeable in the art, the proposed amendent would impermissibly broaden 
the scope of the presently claimed invention beyond the original disclosure. Therefore, the proposed amendment is 
disapproved and not entered. 
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